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4. Running speech (10 marks)

The modern International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA) dates back to 1888, when the
International Phonetic Association created a phonetic alphabet designed so that it would
apply in the same way to all languages.

The examples in 1-20 below use the IPA to transcribe short (and rather ordinary)
utterances in English as they might sometimes be produced in running speech. In these
examples the speaker has a Southern Standard British accent, but the accent itself is not
relevant to the task.

[ hiseggodi:vnigtu:mi]

[ atwuggau]

[ arwodOmksau]

[ itwazagubmo:nintagau]

[ arso:wambaik]

[ atwoudavo:tsau]

[ artwodntel]

[ allavkerkombued]

[ atka:gkgou]

10. [ a:lgudbmzkamtuonend]
11. [ twogkamtusnend]

12. [ hihadwapBo:tounli]

13. [ arpufdobiedindobiebbin]
14. [ hiso:wanka:des]

15. [ atka:nOmkwar]

16. [ 0asekandarso:domdea]
17. [ atka:mbarkerikdes]

18. [ atlavmigkketkondekstiostipnymins]
19. [ allavbiedntoust]

20. [ hiso:0asekombark]

CoNoO~wWNE

You'll notice the following features of these transcriptions:

e The square brackets indicate that the symbols are part of IPA, not ordinary spellings.

e They don't show boundaries between words.

e They show pronunciation, rather than spelling. For example, the [0] symbol represents
the sound at the beginning of the word thin, which is written in normal spelling with
the letter sequence ‘th’.

e IPA symbols may distinguish more sounds than ordinary spelling does. For instance,
the three symbols [n] [n] and [n] represent three different sounds. The differences may
not be very great, however, and you may not be used to thinking of them as different
sounds.

Sometimes the way we pronounce words in running (normal) speech is different from
the way we produce them on their own. For example, although the word good is normally
pronounced [gud], in utterance 4 it iS pronounced [gub] and in utterance 10 [gud]. The
changes which may happen are not random, but are determined by the nature of the sound
and its context.
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Q4.1. Utterances 6 and 8 include the words would and bread respectively. Give the
transcriptions of these two words as they appear in these two utterances.

Q4.2. Find three other examples of bread and four other examples of would. Give their
transcriptions followed by the utterance numbers; for instance, for the word [gub] in
utterance 4, you would write: [gub] (4)

Q4.3. The word one is pronounced by this speaker as [wan] when said on its own. Find the
three examples of this word in the data above and give the transcriptions and utterance
numbers as in Q4.2.

Q4.4. The following words appear at least twice in the data above:
a. second
b. mint (or mints)
C.can’t
d. and
Find two instances of each of these words and identify them as in Q4.2.
For each word, also transcribe the word as it would be said by this speaker on its own.

Q4.5. What do you think the following two phrases are? Write them in ordinary spelling.
a. [ biebmbato ]
b. [ arwugpkes |
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4.1.

4.2. bread:

would:

4.3.

4.4, a.

on its own:

on its own:

on its own:

on its own:

45. a.
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Running speech (10 marks, 32 points)

Assigning points:
*4.1,4.2 and 4.3: 1 point for each form (total = 12) Both exact transcription and utterance
number must be included and correct to receive each point. No partial credit. But ignore
e minor inconsistencies in transcription e.g. 1 sometimes wrongly written (so long as

sometimes it's right).
e irrelevant capital letters, e.g. B for b.
e incorrect extra entries (i.e. only count correct entries, don't deduct for incorrect ones).
* 4.4 a-d: 1 point for each form (plus correct utterance number) from the data, plus 2 points
for each form on its own (total: 16). No partial credit.
* 4.5: 2 points for each of a and b if exactly correct (total: 4). 1 point if just one word is
wrong.

4.1. wod | bied

4.2. bread: bied (13) bied (19) bieb (13) [Don't accept wrong segmentation, e.g.
biebb]

would: wog (2) wod (3) wod (7) wog (11) [Don't accept wrong segmentation, e.g.

wogd]

4.3. wam (5) wAp (12)

wan (14)

4.4. a. [sekond] (16) [sekom] (20) on its own: [sekond]

b. [mink] (18) [min] (or [mins]) (18) on its own: [mint] or [mins]

c. two of: [ka:nk] (9) [ka:n] (15) [ka:m] (17) | on its own: [ka:nt]

d. two of: [om] (8) [ond] (18) [n] (19) on its own: [&nd] or [and] or
[ond]

4.5. a. bread and butter (or: bread in butter)
b. I wouldn’t care

Comment
There are two challenges in this set of data: firstly, to identify some unfamiliar symbols, and
secondly, to work out how some of the sounds are changing in particular contexts.

On the first, many of the symbols will be the same as the letters we use in normal spelling:
it is not unreasonable to guess that, for example, the symbol k corresponds to the letter k. It
will of course be used whenever this sound occurs, whether it is spelt with a letter k or
another letter, such as c: so cake is pronounced [keik].

There are, however, a number of unfamiliar symbols: for example, n, which denotes a sound
similar to n but produced with the back of the tongue against the soft palate. It is the
consonant which is produced before the [k] in think: compare it to the [n] at the end of the
word thin.

There are a number of symbols used in the data which involve diacritics below the main
symbol. So the small ‘bridge” under d in number 3 (d) indicates the sound is a dental sound:
it is produced with the tongue touching the back of the teeth, which is a little further forward
than it is normally produced.

We could add more symbols to give a more detailed description of the pronounciation, but
the symbols are kept to a minimum here.
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The second aspect to the question is to work out the changes which occur to some of the
words. The changes focussed on in this data are examples of the assimilation of the place of
articulation: the exact position of the tongue in the mouth when producing a sound. They
affect a [t] [d] or [n], and occur when these consonants are at the end of a word in anticipation
of the following sound.

So the word would is pronounced with a final [d] in, for example, utterance 6; but this might
change to a [g] if the following word begins either with a [g] (as in utterance 2: would go), or
with a [K] (as in 11 would come). They have changed from an alveolar place of articulation
(where the tongue touches the ridge behind the teeth) to a velar place of articulation (where
the tongue touches the soft palate further back in the mouth). Or a [d] might change to a [b]
before an [m], for example (as in good morning in utterance 4), or to a [d] before [6] (would
think in 3).

This affects sequences of these consonants also. So in number 9 the [nt] sequence at the end
of can’t has changed to a [nk] sequence because of the [g] at the start of go.

Students are not asked for an explanation but they might start to see a pattern. This will help
in identifying the more difficult forms in 4.4 and identifying the utterances in 4.5.

These are more difficult because they involve other changes which happen in running speech.
One of these is the frequent omission of a consonant in a sequence of consonants. So in 18
the [t] of mints is omitted, and in 15 the [t] in can 't think has been omitted. This doesn’t have
to happen: so in 9 (can 't go) it is still there, although it shows up as a [K].

Another change that often happens is that a vowel may be omitted. So in the utterance 19
(bread and toast), the vowel of the word and has been omitted (as well as the [d]).

In such cases, a sequence of consonants is formed, and both may assimilate their place of
articulation to a following consonant, as in question 4.5.a: bread and butter [ brebmbats ].
(Assimilation in consonant sequences including a nasal can be different in other contexts, but
this is not explored in the current set of data)

It is very important to remember when considering all these examples that there is a lot of
variation in speech. So these changes may occur on one occasion and may not on another.
But they are much more common than often thought, since both speakers and listeners are
usually unaware that they are making these changes. They happen a lot in fairly formal
speaking contexts as well as conversational speech. They are rule-governed, as described
above: they apply to particular sounds in particular contexts: they are not just random
changes.

Normal orthographic versions of the utterances:

1. [ hiseggodi:vnintu:mi] He said “Good evening” to me.
2. [ atwoggao | | would go.

3. [ azwudOinksaw | | would think so.

4, [ itwazagubmo:nintagav | It was a good morning to go.
5. [ a1sao:wambaik ] | saw one bike.

6. [ azwodavBo:tsau | | would have thought so.

7. [ atwodntel | | wouldn’t tell.



10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

[ azlavkeikambued ]

[ azka:nkgaw ]

[ o:lgudBinzkamtuanend ]

[ twogkamtuanend ]

[ hihadwanBa:tawunli ]

[ azputdabiedindabiebbin |
[ hiso:wanka:dea ]

[ azka:nBinkwar ]

[ dasekandaisa:6amdeas |

[ atka:mbarkerkdea ]

[ azlavminkkerkandekstiastionmins ]
[ azlavbiedntaost |

[ hiso:0asekambaik ]
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| love cake and bread.

| can’t go.

All good things come to an end.
It would come to an end.

He had one thought only.

| put the bread in the breadbin.
He saw one car there.

| can’t think why.

The second | saw them there....
| can’t buy cake there.

| love mint cake and extra strong mints.
| love bread and toast.

He saw the second bike.



